-

-

e b o b Wt i 0L, S g YA . NS, bl g, Wty B 1

——

TS

|
a  awam B p b wibs $d o i s wi b Bbretn o B sl

)0799 g

i o /.
ﬁ}iu';.:» N\ THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL
DECISIGN (.)“‘-_/*& ) OF THE UNITED B8TATES
¥ i) waAasSHINGTON, D.C. 20548

WLEP -
’z'!-“'.-— '--::‘“

FILE: R-20Hh330 DATE: March L, 1082

MATTER OF; Crovn Laundry and Dry Cleaners

DIGEST:

Protest that a solicitation for .laundry
serviges falls to define the contractor's
respopsihility for loss or danage to Jaun-
Ary and Covernnent propertv in the con-
tractor's possession, possihly resulting
in hiddern conpeting on an uncaual hasis,
is without merit vhere several eolicita-
tion provisions clearly define such re-
sponnibilitv,

o Crown Laundrv and Dvv Cleaners profests the avard
of a contract to Kellev llame Pin Conpany, Inc. under
invitation for bids DART39-21-R~-0129 issued hv the De-
partnent. of the Army, The solicitation is for the oper-
ation of a Covarnnent-owned, contractor-aperated or
contractor-owped, contractor-operated laundry facility
at Fort £ill, Oklahona, Crown hid on the basis of using
Government~owned facilitiea. Crown contends that the
goliaitation failed to apprige bidders of the contrac-
tor's reasponaibility for the loss or damage of Covern-
nent. property yvhile in tha possession of the contractor,
We find no nerit to this protest.

Croun contends that the solicitation failed to define
the responsihilitv of the contractor for ithe loss or dan-
age to ltens delivered to the contractor for laundering
and o eauipment and. facilities furnished by the Govern-
nent. to be used hv the contractor to perforn the contract,
Crown states that although through its prior laundry con-
tracts it is avare that it may he liable for logs or
danage tc this property, other hidders nav be uhavare of
this liability and the conaecquant necegsity to insure
againat the risk, Thus, Crown contends that bidders nav
not: be conpeting on an ecual hasis,

Contrary to Croun's asrertions, the soliclitation
contains mevaral provisions which clearlyv define the
contractor's liabhility for lost or damaged property,
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For example, paragraph §,16,2 of the IFB states that the
contractor shall reimhurgse the Covernnent or the patron

for all articles of clothing and equipnent lost or damaged
while in the possession of the coptractor, The IFR also
contains the standard short form "Governnent Purnished
Property" clause, Dafense Acquisition Regulatiop § 7-104,24
(£}, Paragraph (e¢) of that clause provides that the con-
tractor assunes the risk of loss or danage of Govaernment-
furnished property upon its delivery to the contracntor,

The solicitation defines Coverpment-furnished property

as anv facilities or supplies furnished to the conptractor Y
hy the Government for use in the perfornance of the con-
tract, Pinallv, a c¢lause relating to the protection of
Covernnent huildings, equipment, and vegetation spercified
in DAR & 7-1n4,A3 is included in the IFR, That clause

also defines contractor liabhility, Thus, Crown's contention
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The protest is denied,





